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itis document contairs the budget recommendations for

1 12 public community cclleges and the Illinois Community Ccllege
20 fcr ilscal year (FY) 1978, reviews the rfunding history and
Lob¢emg of Illirncis community colleges and provides a statement of
need tor the FY 1978 tudget request totalling $13z,1%6,218. This
fijurs ccmpazes to the FY 1977 budget appropriation of $108,802,000,
altbcugh $117,111,25CC had bsen recommended by the Illinois Community
<clisge boaid. It s ncted that 1n the three-year period of FY
1674-1977, state credit-hcur grant suppgort per student has decreased
wcre thar €% while inflaticn has increased by nearly 25%.
Consequently, the bulk of the recommended increase cver the 1977
vuigyet 15 fcr credi*-hour granis, with a rate of $2C.80 recommended
a: ~he Lase rate ror the average credict-hour grant. This budget
Leccmmendation s intended to prevent further program closures,
tultion incrcases, and de*erioration of educational quality. Tabular
ard grapaic Jdeta are included thrcughout and provide informaticn on:
5tate appropriaticnc by budget itew and apportionment rates FY
15€€-1577; anticipated revenues by scurce and per credit hour for FY
1970; unit costs hy college and Ins*ructional program area four FY
167¢; annual apporticnment PTE enrollment by funding category f<:c FY
157¢; assessed veluations and estimated tax collecticn lcesses; and
eguaiizaticn funding. Overall, cos%s for operation of the Illincis
ccmmwunity ccllsgez fcr FY 1978 are projected at $299,€675,000 for
Iéi,EJC FT: students at $53.85 per credit hour. (JDS)
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CIneAl YEAR O LO97H4 OPERATING BUDGET RECOMMENDATIONS
FORCOTHYL TLLINOLS PUBLLIC COMMUNTYY COLLEGE SYSTEM

Introducticn
[he public junfer college system came into existence by legislative
enactoient on July 15, 1965, This logiélation set flat grant tunding at
the rate ot 511.50 per semester credit hour for (lass I junilor colleges.
Thesw levels of funding and this method ol distribution were used during
the 7ith and 75th biennia (fiscal years 1966 :ﬁrnugh 1969). The funding
totaled 324.7 million and $40.9 million respectively for the twc biennia.

Since only Class [ colleges were still in operation, a single flat

rate of 515.50 per semester credit hour was adepted for ¥FY 1970, resulting in
an appropriation of $34.8 million. The " 50 rate was maintained for

FY 1971 ana totaled $42.3 miliion.

The funding plan adopted by the 7/th Cereral Assembly for FY 1972
maincalned a flat rate grant of $15.50 per semester credit hour ($48.2 million’}
but added $1.035 millien tor equalization funding for certain qualifying
districts, making a total appropriation ¢f $49.2 million.

In FY 1973 the flat grant rate was increased to $16.50 per semester credit
hour and an additional $2.50 was funded for cach semester credit hour in
non-business occuparional programs. The respective appropriations tctaled
$54.2 million and 51.5 million. Equalization funding was retained and increased
ta a total of $1.4 million. Grants were also provided for approved public
servica and disadvant. :ed student programs {($750,000 and $1.4 million respectively)
bringing the total FY 1975 appropriation to 539.1 million.

During ¥Y 1974, with the aid of a $1.54 million deficiency appropriaticn,

Tiat grants were paid to community colleges at a rate of $§18.50 per semester

f
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ool the deticioney appropriation, was $86.5 alllion.
Frivds were approprlated for 0 1976 whilch were expected to provide the
tollowing tates and amounts of tunc nuee

(1) viartable flat grants semester crodit hour rates
totaling S82.4 million as follows--

(a) $19.20 for summer 1975 haccalaureate
and cccupational courses, summer
1977 peneral studies courses and
fa  "I75-spring 1376 baccalaureate
and occupational courser (specified
at $21.70 in SB 471);

(h) $18.00 for fall 1975-spring 1976
remedial/developmental and vecational

skills courses (specified at $19.2
in SB 471); and

(¢) S17.61 for fall 1975-spring 1976
other general studies courses;

{2) 3$5.80 for supplemental non-business occupational
semuster credit hours totaling $4.6 million;

(3) 53.1 million for equnlization grants;
(3) $705,000 for public service grants; and

(5) $117,500 for grants for instructional programs
at correction institutions. _

The appropriation for FY 1976 totaled S93!A million. Since the appropriation
was based on an anticipated FTE enrcllment of 145,000 and enrollments

excaded 171,000 aad siuce 1o leficiency appropriation was received, clailms
hava had to belprurated at the following rates:

Summer Yaccalaureate/Occupational $16.82
Summer General Studies 16.60
¥a1l-Spring Baccalaurcate/Occupational 16.00
¥all-Spring Remedial Developmental/

Vocational Skills 16.50
Fall-Spriap; Other Ceneral Studies 14.95

A anecial "Blue Ribbon" Committee appointed by the Illinois Board of

£

Hioter Zducatioa mer in 1974 and early 1975 to study community college finance.

O
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The mafor outeosne of thoelr dodiberat onr wi: to develtop a Yormula providing
dtfrorential tunding based on the woit oLt ol the warious disciplines.
Funds have been approprlated tor ¥Y 1977 wiich include the folloving grants
and rates Pased on the "Blue Ribbon' plan:

(1) Cred!t hour grants as Tollowe--

RS E
Rate For Growth

171,000 Rate
Baccalaureate and Academic S1R .87 S13.z1
Business,Pub.Serv., ersonal Serv, 16.93 11.85
Data Processing, Commerc: Techuolony 19.88 13.72
datural Science, Industrial Technolu:.. 24.37 17.06
Health Technology 37.01 25.M
Vocatlonal Skills 13.96 9.77
Remedial/Developmental 4.7 9.92
Other %eneral Stuedies 7.h% 5.36

totaling $95,934,500"
(2) Equalization grants totaling $6,118,500; and
(3) Disadvantaged student grants totaling 52,708,400,
A complete history of appropriations to th ‘3, heth for expenses of
the central office and for distributica v: the colleges in the system, is
summarized In Table 1. A 1lrting of appottinament funding rates since F7¢ 1066

is listed belew and in Table 1:

Apportionment Rates for FY 1966-1977

EY66-6)  FY73-Y1  FY 73 FY 74 FY 75 FY 76 TY 77

Flat Gruant Rates

Appronriated 511,50 315,50 $16.50 $16.50 $§19.20 $18.932 $1s.12b
Paid 311,50 815,50 1R300 518.5C  $18.12 $14.00 § ——- ©
Suppl.Non-Bu:.Occup. - —— S2.50 §5.00 $ 5,80 $ 5.8) —---
Equalization Rate - 15T0. RN S 5440 $46 $460 S5RC
(Foundatiorn/ — To.a 2t ="17 hbe ”TEZ ”iét 12¢ — e

Oualifying Tax Rate)

dEstimated average
Estimated average rate based on 76,500 ¥TT =nro’liment

CAbsarbad by credit hour grants

dEqualizavien funding was initiaved in 7V 1
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Statemeny of Neod

Betore the varlous Jdata and calculaticns are presented to jnstify |n
numbetrs the need for i{ncreased operating funds for FY l??ﬂ, sorething should
be sald iu narrative about the need for the proposed increasce,

T Tat grant rate apportioned to comnunity colleges increased from
$11.50 (oer semester credit hour) initially o ¥Y 1906 to $15.50 in FY 1970,
from %15.50 to $16.50 {u FY 1973 and from $1u.59 to 318.50 (n ¥Y 1974
{n recognition of the increased ceat of operation b.oought nbbut in part
by inflatlon. Then in FY 1975, after the General Assembly failed to provide
enough supplemental funds, flat grant rates were prorated frem the proposed
$19.20 to $18.12--a reduction from the previous vear. The General Asgembhly
failed to provide any supplemental funds in FY 1976 and credit hcur grants
were prorated from $18.93 (average of three rates) to $16.00--in spite of
the fact that the Governor had included a 521.70 figure in his initial budget.
In F( 1977, 1f enrollments increase oaly a projected 176,500 FTE,
credit hour grants will be paid at an average of $18.12, which includes the
funds formerly paia out as supplemental vo-tech rates. Should these rates
be ewcluded for comparative purposes with previous years, the average
credit hour grant rate would be approximately $17.00.

In summaryv, in the three y«.i vericd of FY 1874-TY 1977 state credit

heur grant support per stud: ot has Jcecreased more than 870 in a period when

inflation has increased by appruaimately 25%! To further compound the

problem, local tax revenue per student has steadlly diminished since assess-
Tents have not increased nearly in proportisn to enrollments. The inevitable
effact »7 _ wch reduced state and local reven:e is to {orce tuition rates

hicher and also to force cemmunity collegr districts into various forms of

10
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fndebteduess, Tultion has tocreased dn all but seven districes between

7% and FY 1977 with several Incereasing more than 100%. (Tt L freate
wd Incomprebensible that the Governor aad the General Assembly have
retuded to pernft universitles to fncrease their tultion any during that
same pertfod of time.)  Colleges have also reported in RAMP/CC deficits in
the torm of working cash funds, tax anticipation warrants, and general
obllsation notes of rmore than $57 millicn in FY 1976, $70 million in FY 1077,
el 507 million In FY 1978,

Since tultion Increasces and bhorrowing still have wot provided the need:d
funds, many colleves have bepun to take other measures to reduce spendiue
frcluding—-

1. hiring reater numbers of part-time facnltr (o repla-e

“ull-tine faculty (part-time “aculty are oiicvn pald at
sne-third, ot less, the rate of tuil-time faculty);

1. tfreeziug salarles (in the case of one cnllege, for threco
consecutive ,ears);

3. deferring implementation of, and in some cases cutiing
back, prograns and services.

4. deferring maintenance and equipment replacerent; and

5. increasing class size.

While reduced spending 1s politically popular, it tends to become an end

in itselt. The inevitable wvietim o¢f revenue reductions of the duration and
magnitude experienced by the comrmunity colleges is the student and the
quality of cducation he or sae receives.

While sross compariscns are frought with some danger, it is at least
interesting to compare unit costs of Illirnils public community col’eges with
t'o5e of public community colleges in cother states and with high school
districts in [1linois. The followiny chart shows that these three segments

wors 1imest at fdentical unit cost levels in FY 1973, However, by FY 1975

0
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" b pule b e conandty colleges o ot er atates and fn [1linoe
shool dbuer Gots had duereaaied drasiefeally wofle Tlhoaods pablic
bty colleye unlt conta remadned relatively stable (oud will

probably experfence a atgnfticant decreadge in FY 1970).

Averaee Per FTE Studeat Operatiag, Ccnts

SV 1970 FY 1974 'V 1975 Ky 1976
tlliaois public community colleges $1518 81565 51536 §1452
Other state public comm. colleges 1519 1645 1721 %
[11inais high school districes 1519 1634 1316 *

Aata unavailable

Certulnly the experience f{n recent vears with Illinols rublic cormunity
cullege expenditures when compared to elther the rate of inflatlon or the
experience ot other segments of education should be cause for concern

for those [nterested {n providing quality education--particularly when

ene examines the steps that have had to be taken bv the Illinols communicy

colleres to reduce thelr expenditurcs.

,
(RN
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" The FY 1978 Operating Finance Plan

. The FY 1978 operating finance plan is based on the funding plan
developed by the "Blue Ribbon" Committee which was formed in 1974 by the
Illinois Board oé Higher Education to study community college funding.

A special Ad Hoc Coumittee consisting of community colle trustees,

community college presidents, and ICCB members and staff was appointed by
o

L
the Illinois Community College Board (ICCB) in May of 1976 in an attempt to

resolve the many interpretation differences which had surfaced in FY 1977

in coSting out the "Blue Ribbon" plan. It is believed that many of the

1
e

% differenced havé’beeé#fésolved by this Committee and the plan and budget request

presented ﬁerein has the support of the entire community college system.

/
- ‘A

Q\In surmary, the FY 1978 funding plan for the public community colleges

T e i *
1

igclddes the follog}hg*funds to be availlable for the community colleges to meet

their projected costs of $299,675,000 for 185,500 FTE students at $53.85 per

dredit hour:
| Revenue % 0f
Réveﬁue ikemd . Amount of Re. enue Per Credit Hour Total Rezenue
Local- Tax Contribution s 81,630,000 $14.67 gg.gs
Tuition and Fee Revenue 59,935,000 $10.77 0.0%
. Other Local Revenue 4,477,000 $ .80 (48‘7;)
Total Local Rewvenue ($146,042,000) (826.24) 3. 7
rederal Funds ¥ 8,977,000 $ 1.61 3.02
! A Other State Revenue h 11,289,000 $ 2.03 1.9;
DAVTE Vo-Tech Grants 5,677,000 S l.gg 2.3;
ICCB Equalization Grants 6,983,000 $ 1. 1'o§
ICCB' Disadvant.Student Grants 3,000,000 § .54 0.6;
1CCB Collection .Loss Grants . 1,924,000 $ .35 38.7;
ICCB Credit Hour Grants 115,783,000 $20.81 (51.3;
Total State aiid Fed. Revenue ($153,633,000) ($27.61) 100.0$
Total FY 1978 Revenue $299,675,000 $53.85 . 0%

N

- The fdrmat of this section will be to present the funding plan mechanics
along with-a dolléfwﬁigure which is generated by those mechanics on the left
S e

“page and to preéent assumptions, definitions, and other forms of explanation

on the.right page. . The,plan will be proceded by a listing of major

.nditférences betweefi the proposed FY 1978 plan and the plan actually enacted

for FY 197 - i

LR




Illinois Community College Board

MAJOR DIFFERENCES BETWEEN FY 1977 COMMUNITY COLLEGE FUNDING
PLAN AND PROPOSED FY 1978 FUNDING PLAN

FY 1977 Community College Funding Plan

1. Other general studies courses funded
only at 50% of formula difference.

2. 1l¢ reserved for public service
activities and half of other general
studies courses.

3. Enrollment growth funded only up to
70%,

4. DAVTE reimbursement averaged for
funding categoxries 3, 4, and 5 (data
processing/commerce technology;
natural science/industrial technology;
health technology courses.)

5. Apparently 1BHE staff did not include
any restricted purposes revenue in
the calculations.

6. Unweighted mean tax rate used with no
adjustments for non-operating funding
plus 1¢ reserved for public service
and other general studies.

7. Used a median tuition rate applied to
projected FTE enrollments.

8. A uniform 27 Lollection loss was
applied sta.ewide.

9. Disadvantaged student grants were
calculated on proportion of federal
funds reserved for economically
disadvantaged students.

10/1/76

FY 1978 Community College Funding Plan

1.

Other general studies courses funded
at 100% of formula difference,
similar to other seven categories,

l¢ reserved for only public service
activities.

Enrollment growth funded atc the
same percentage level as basic
rates, but only 57 enrollment
growth requested for FY 1978.

Actual DAVTE reimbursement amounts
applied to four of the five
vocational "technology" categories;
to possibly be submitted through
ICCB.

Restricted purposes revenue in the
amount of 757 was included as revenue
since the ICCB staff estimates that
these items are included in unit cost.

_Actual operating tax rates for

each district for budget year are used
with adjustments for transfers to
non-cperating funds and 1l¢ reserve

for public service activities.

Used estimates of colleges for
actual tuition and fee revenues as
reported in RAMP/CC but not to
exceed 20% of the unit cost.

Actual collection losses for each
district are calculated.

Disadvantaged student grants

funded on the basis of educationally
disadvantaged students defined in
direct relation to students

enrolled in remedial/develcpmental
courses.



FY 1977 Community College Funding Plan FY 1978 Communit; College Funding Plan

Credit hour grants to be paid
quarterly to each district (proposed

10, Credit hour grantc reimbursed as regular 10.
oid-term and supplemental claims filed

in TCCB oifice.

by the Council of Presidents and
still under consideration by ICCR

staff).

11. Projected uniform EAV growth. 11. VUsed actual district projections
with no uniform rate being
applied for EAV growth.

12 Used other than local revenues in 12. Used only the local (tax and non-
determining the standard local district chargeback) revenue for
contribution for equalization purposes. determining equalization funding.

13. Correctional instructional grants not 13. Corvectional instructional grants
included. included as an ICCB responsibility

to be submitted as a separate
appropriations request.

14. DAVTE monies not considered as an ICCB 14. DAVTIE monies may be funded through
responsibility. ICCB.

15. Used a combination of three 'averages" 15. Used a weighted average in

in determining unit costs and credit
hour grants.

11
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determining unit costs and credit
hour grants.



MECHANTC 5 (f {HE PAOPOSED OPERATING AUNDING

ail FOR FISCAL YEAR 1973

Lo Deterninatlon of Totgl Operating Fesource
Req {raments

i faleutate the ctwal 1Y 76 fastructional
10885 ang ered it hours penerated for each
Listructivnal category for each district,

0. Su the dnstructlonal category costs gng
credlt hours and divide the total cost
by the total credit hours to obtaly 4
statevide average unit cost for ege
catesory (velghted nean),

(. Adjust P76 statewtde untt costs by
Instructional catenary to reflect
antlelpated changes in general nrices,

wliltles, and salaries betveen TY 76
l]‘id' m{ /8;

Soaerease eredit o U enrollnents n eyl
instreetional categary by 37 for 1y 7;
and 3, for U8

v Yultiply € above by 30 ang ¢ - )
avove for each instructional gory and
sun the products to deternine tots)]
"erating resource requivenents,

(05T PER

CREDIT HOUR
0TAL 00ST OF FUNDING PLAY BLBYRTS 0F FUNDING
With Explanation of Caloulations PLAY ELRNTS

Uhe statevide average unit cost i 368,40
per cradit hour for gl
tnstructional categories conhined,

Estinated to increase %7 for 1Y 7)
based on known revenge levels, and
ML for T8 (6 for price
increases, 159 for utilities, T4l for
Salaries)~-$53.85 per credit hour,

istimated to increase frop present
level of 17 6MMmW7m

by 57 In 1Y 7” toa Jevel of 1875,

S99 090 credit nours v 185,500 =, $799, 475, 000

333,83



Determination of Total Operating Resource Requirements

Unit costs utilized herein are based on data received from ali of

the 38 districts. These figures are presented in the following chart.

FY 1976

Statewide

Weighted !Mean

Unit Cost
Baccalaureate $49.76
Busliness and Public Service $45.78
Data Processing & Commerce Technology §55.67
Natural Science & Industrial Tech. $58.63
Health Technology $§79.77
Jocational Skills $39.21
Remedial/Developmental $36.13
General Studies $39.10
Average $48.40

The Illinois Community College Board agreed to apply the same projected
inflation factors for general prices, utilities, and salaries as will be usgd for

the universities for FY 1978. The best judgement of the ICCB staff at this time,

based on a review of Chase Economics, Wall Street Jourmal, and Higher Education

Prices and Price Indexes is that general price increases will be 6%%, utility

increases 15%, and salary increases 7%% (7% for faculty and administrators and

9% for civil service personnel) for .an overall average of 7%%. Hence, after

apblying a factor of 3%% for increases for FY 1977 (based on known revenue

availability), FY 1978 unit costs were increased by 7%%. These calculations are

reflected in Table 2.

Table 3 shows the actual FY 1976 enrollments by fundins category. It should

be emphasized that the 3% (FY 77) and 5% (FY 78) projections [toraling 185,500 rTE)

are ncc as much projections of actual enrollments as they are of enrollments

which should be funded.

peont
s
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Table 2 |

Illinois Community College Board

Revised 11/15/76
All Districts Included

7Y 1976 Unit Coat By Tnstructional Program Area

In the Public Community Colleges of Illinois

Dist. Cosmunity Bus. & D.P. & Nat. Sci. Health Gen. All
No, College 8scc. Pub, Ser. Cou, Ind. Tech. Tech Yoc. Skills Rem/Dev, Studies Inst.
T
501 Kaskask!a $49, 61 349,44 $66.39 $52,24 463,16 $45,65 | §53.04 $61,30 $51,36
5Q2 DhyPage 43,22 47,80 52,52 51,71 5,36 - 82,13 48,84 50.15
503 Black ‘awk 47,94 43.61 66.06 59.71 74.04 4G 72 73.08 47.62 7511
Black Hawk 0,C, 43,56 41.68 66.36 57.56 74.61 38.11 %1.29 34.07 2B
Black Hawk fast 39.87 60.2) 58.11 69.48 70.53 74.66 TR.29 72.97 §%.53
S04  Triton 3,40 42,05 57.56 61.54 74.44 49.53 41.19 49.41 50,74
505 2arkland 46,20 | 48,84 67,47 67,24 103,47 53,77 £.97 | 58,44 55.26
506 Sauk valiey 44,53 51,14 40,72 43,71 £0.14 48,02 50,10 46,80 45,39
507 Danville 49,62 52,43 9.2}, 69,06 58, 81 48,60 50.47 50.51 $3.76
508 _ Chicgxo 55,53 50,10 55.75 57.73 93.63 32.01 33,26 13,50 5. 18
Kepnedy-Kiag 55,26 53,27 54.56 56.02 112.79 39.97_ | 35.02 | 19.83 S5.47
Loop 50.21 49.96 69.66 42.67 58.08 35.2° | 38.65 40,51 S1.19
Malcolm X 60,32 63,24 10.34 98 .87 91_40 S 4R 47,81 44.90 £3.56
Barry S, Truzoag £3.91 67,53 71.35 18.95 102 86 45.94 12.83 45 68.40
Olive-Harvey ! 55,43 50,82 79,85 65,13 125,17 41,53 $5.90 42,08 57,78
Southwest V91,70 47,89 52,47 55,05 74,10 14.94 56,07 15.16 51,01
Gilbur wrizght 52,41 42.40 44,59 58,12 62,44 31,27 $4.02 a1.74 47,15
Skills Center - - - - - 30.05 30.08 30.05 10.05
309 Elgin 54,15 41,81 72,98 77.63 87,92 37,33 41,136 45,90 55,9
510, “hornton L 49.03 40.88 49.12 56,49 65.23 47.94 41,12 40.41 47,04
s fock Valley \_ 44,09 42,38 44,96 60,23 69,23 43.20 42.15 44,92 46.48
T[T will:ian R. Harper 47.90 45,12 51,63 67,38 87,47 43.79 40,18 40,54 50,20
513 TIiinois 7ailer %8.85 37.90 50.65 61.7% 51,35 %9.77 47,50 %3.47 49. 64
314 11linals Cuntral 50,80 44,95 €7,43 61,22 85,04 51,18 51,38 44,13 52,69
515 Prairia State 4191 36. 46 51.89 49,60 86.51 30.99 41.36 40.73 44.90
516 waubonace 46. 54 48.22 51.84 71.27 69.76 44.90 40.27 43,53 49.62
217 Lake Land 45,76 43,27 44,51 54,37 64,94 49,65 17.57 38,72 47,36
518 Carl Sandburg 45.22 39.00 44.03 45.93 $5.27 42,47 40.00 48.64 44,88
319  Hienland 57.79 48.17 61.40 74.80 65.52 47.06 63.53 48,84 58.76
330 Kankaveza 40.51 39.63 54.42 66.50 87.35 45.25 %7.66 46,66 47.14
521 Rend Lave * 48,58 40.57 36.73 58.07 63.55 52.08 62.30 61,83 51.54
522 Salleville 41,31 35,38 56.91 48.65 81.35 45.72 46.32 43,94 44,17
523 Kishwaukee T 43.88 43.85 54,12 54,49 45.49 34.56 51.05 44,16 46.52
524 Moraine valley 43.84 43.69 56.47 50.76 88.47 35,58 35.28 40.42 45,42
525 Joliet 46. 74 %2.49 51.70 57.76 .33.84 46.42 42.09 45.29 48,68
526 Lincoln Land 57.84 50.39 64.37 81,55 116.07 53.04 60.67 75,26 61,71 |
527 Morton f4, 68 49,39 61,98 49,92 B8.64 55.73 55.47 52.03 62.76._..
328 Mcienry L5028 | 46,08 66,94 54,85 65.99 46,32 54,81 51.80 50.72
529 lilinols tastern 131,17 19,77 51,09 44,48 60,63 34,79 15,42 14,14 39 58
Lincoln frail 137,38 38,95 43,88 39,25 46,12 12,60 12,22 14.88 17.28
. Otney Central 40,92 | __40.71 38,73 49.97 92,72 31,80 17,136 16.09 42,61
Waibash Jalley 31,68 19,24 67.19 45.15 45,30 44.20 36.18 32,53 38,727
530 JTohn A, Loman 44.30 53.26 68.73 63.24 54.75 39.84 44,72 40.05 46.92
531 Stawme 35,21 40.53 49,97 52.96 60.71 33,97 31.29 49.74 41,61
532 Taxe County 45,71 42.17 48.31 5Q.37 59.42 36.99 43.64 44.08 46,15
£33 Southaastorn 50.82 44.07 89.47 52.29 62.73 42.64 $h.81 39.51 50. 56
$34 5000n Alune 82.68 77.76 85.17 109.50 91.71 57.26 67.19 61.00 84,70
335 Jakton 52,34 60.05 55,16 15.22 $5.31 44,44 52,48 47.66 54,67
338 Touls and "nark 51.18 41.7. 63.69 61.54 97.33 54.56 41.87 47.08 51.16
337 Richland 65.97 h5.27 64.31 59,82 - 65.68 69.20 81,34 68. 26
PEL] Jobn Jond ¥ _62.75 50.72 68,94 69,18 - 43,71 - - 65.16 *
STATE WEZIGHTED MEAN 43,74 45.78 55.67 58.63 79.71 39.21 36,13 79.10 48.40
te ghtad Mean w/o Chicago 48, 44,14 55.53 59,73 77,37 44, 22 45,53 45,15 49,9
Srage Helghcad Hasn : ,% o 4 61.94 65.23 88.75 43.63 40.20 43.50 53.85
+11.26% 2-year Inflation 55. 30 50.94 1. = 32.03 32.03 32.03
Standard Total Contributlan 32.03 32.0) 32.03 32.03 32.03 32.03 . . 3203
Y B 23.33 18.91 ;  29.91 33.20 56.72 11.60 8.17 11.47 .8
Snbtoc:tl o .17 ] 3.17 4.34 7.21 -0~ =0~ =0~ 1.02
g/::':!;:t l:::i!’crnn(_“ : 73.3% T%.76 | 27.74 25.36 49.51 11.60 8.17 11.47 20.80
g ~ause the college Initlated operation during the Fall term 1975.

ADoeg not Lorlude Jumuer school be
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Tatle ]
I1l{nofs Conmunity College Board

Y 1976 ANVUAL APPORTICNMENT FTE EVROLLMENT BY EIGHT FUNDING CATECORIES
R . DTHER
WD BUSINESD  DATA *ROC NAT SCT HEALTH VOCATION REMEDIAL GENERAL
ACADENI PUB SERY  COMKULUE  IND TECH TECH  SKILLS  DEVELOF | STUDIES

a0 o5 " T ORI
SR 561 S804 E e 10
0,30 748 14 YRR SR P I K1
a4y 4,0 109 3619 3 323
2,449 524 10 ORI Y 19 1 41
T ik EX KR IR Hl) i 3
RO 57 LA a7 5 69
ua % g” IO P R P P B B IR AL
43t A fo 7 167 ) 95: - X
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i g 40 LR G g 10 18
(IR I BT 18 597330 - &Y 307 22
1 s G 179 295 206 20 {10 1k}
il 31 251 M 0 2% - i
~,m 3 7% 595 43 noo8. 54
341 o] 295 4463 9 8 i
va A 4 Gf {1 19 3
i 2% 1 59 4 4y 9 7
&3 fit 1 3 m iz 7% ~
2,60 e 594 223 171 109 f86
740 747 5 9w 17 07 26
2,94 4,053 57 T Wi 409 137
AT 955 136 7%y 94 449 254
1 373 7 KR Y 13 79 36
G144 246 4 103 105 54 102 19
hSe 276 54 220 1 9 49 30
7 (59 379 &9 2 7 B 454 337
918 197 4 °g {220 7% {19 12
440 283 ) A8 ™M 41 21 8
2,144 1,050 105 a0y 268 . 22 456 73
42 40 2 49 9% 24 59 i
346 7 i 136 b6t 8 62 2
2,209 373 127 113 154 167 23 264
YR /Y W oM 1@ 3 %5 o
47 51 2f 91 9. i 47 19
75 48 4 64 9 0 9 )

02,7% 24,828 5,243 13,40 7,095 4,730 27,42 6,592
' .' - e

#To be adjusted after audit correction of apportionment clains

TOTAL

{461
8,817
5,264
2,56
3,69
2,070
2,150

53,349 *

2,534
4,716
748
7,098
2,283
5,576
3,063
2,548
2,645
{,513
£,
{,953
4,975
{635
5,415
5,660
7964
{,653
{,325
4,215
1,677
{,773
4,587
905
m
3,672
2,942
{43
443
§71,576

[Sathe
Foartt,



AECHANICS OF THE PROPYSED OPERATING FUNDING
PLAY FUR FISCAL YEAR 1978

L1, Ueterntnation of Local Resource Availability
A Tax and chargeback revenue

L. Use the actual operating tax rates for
each cistrict (or the minimum
qualifying tax rate, 1f less) for K 77

effective rate of transfers to nog-

operating funds and (b) the 1¢ regerved
for public service activities,

2. Multiply the rates for each &istrict a0

&1 above by the EAV estimates of esc)
district for 1976 (507) and 1977 (502),

. Reduce the results 1n A-2 above by the

estimates of each district for collection

lesses for FY 78,

4, Increase the result 1n A-) above by each

district's estinate of non-district
chazgeback receipts for 1Y 78,

3 Sun all districts’ estinated operating
ta- and chargeback revenue as adjusted
above to obtain a standard local tax
contribution,

Py ,

(05T PER

and Y 78 adjusted to elininate (a) the

CREDIT HOUR
TOTAL COST OF FUNDING PLAY ELEMENTS OF FUNDING
i1th Dxplanation of Calculations PLAY ELEMENTS

FETT tax rates x 1976 BV £ 2
plus FY 78 tax rates x 197)

BAV < 2 after such tax rates are
djusted to exclude transfers to
non-operating funds and the 1
reserved for public serviee
actlvities--485,198,000

Less collecton losses of 34,880,000

Plus non-district charaebacks of
31,312,000,

SO0 §4f

44



Determination of Local Resource Availability

Tax and Chargeback Revenue - Since most districts receive revenue from local

tax levies in two different years, and roughly in equal proportions, estimates
of FY 1978 tav revenue must take into account levies made against both the 1976 and_
1977 equalized assessed valuations (EAV). (koughly half the levy against
the 1975 EAV will not be received untili early in FY 1978 and half the levy
against the 1977 EAV will be received in late FY 1978.) This calculation
procedure is shown in Table 4. It should also be noted that the tax
rates presented in Table 4 reflect two adjustments—-one for transfer
of operating revenues to non-operating funds (e.g. the site and construction
fund) and another (minus 1¢) for support of public se-vice activities.
The latter adjustment is in lieu of a direct state grant for public service
activities and has the effect of reducing the standard local contribution
and hence raising the credit hour grants, thereby providing indirect
state financial support.

Additional adjustments made for determination of estimated local tax
and chargeback revenue are a deduction for permanently uncollectable taxes
(see Table 5 for an estimate of such losses) and an addition of
nen—-community college district chargeback revenues. Inter-district
chargeback revenues are not recorded siace on a statewide basis they should

net out to zero revenue.

17




Table &
I11tnois Comunity College Board

1975 A0 1977 EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIONS AXD FY 77 AYD FY 78 MET TAX RATES

ONE-HALF

PROECT:D
7 Thd

NET TAK REVENUE NET TAX REVENE  REVEAGPS
T RATE LEVIED FOR FY7] LEVIED FOR FY78 FOR FU78

3 Fr s
HLDG & DG, & Oz~ ALF
sl COUC. LT
1976 EAV 'L& RATE 167 EAV
TR Y SRR AR VAR 3 3).?400 § s am
b Lo ey Gty d oy i ‘“ ‘”)'J B
s RSN V| IR RN B PR R AL SRIN) IR
SIRERE AR RRDUR R R H" Wi L0 LA 0
Lenor Ul BRI NS DS IR U AR Y o) 000 £,
L G5 G000 0,00 ,nﬂ con, 050 01100 395,500
IR A5 000,000 G0 e e 0,400 K90 i)
) IR ST R I AR IR INRS W CC I A R 0 440 a1
I D A0 00 ) ;,,,) 2,060 0.2179 DI 800
Gy Con o, oud  Coras G, 009,650 01400 790,190
BT LS CuEAn 00 D] AT 00 VRPEL L RO
sa: i R 00 0 DR 500,000 AT {447,340
e LT ALLEY ERURTER N A PR yiy, G, 00 04600 744, 464
? oy Pl CONRAL 2 g g i T oy oy, 0,102 £,915, 140
ERR LTINS g eog 0 00,003,000 00 41,364
PRI TR IR I B A TS AL P R S0, 007
TN BT Sl ) ) AR w9050 504,149
a-ﬂ o S LhiIRG RO RTINS ERD) Ay g 01400 447 009
SCIIIRLER e o AN A6 000 19h, 435
NG| SEA, T, ) URERY SO0 DR R0 Y700 ST 400
ﬂ}x N '””?f*ﬂL'MW1 fi, 3‘1,\0\Jux; D) A0 00
s PR 0D 00,000 USRI 000050
R LA 40,000,000 08y 4 000 (0 ?.‘J‘O AT
LR LT (300, 0,000 00 g DT £, 40
IR 2,01),)0(,900 IR R R N AL (150,00
ol LR LAY L3S0,600,000 080 1,490,907, 600 " 106 1305, 00
T A, 000,000 L2400 A15,00 g 00400 174,000
an,nun,mno URRN TR RN A 3TN0

“V"l {NRNTA

W5 LLLTHOTS CASTERN
SI0 INHN N [LGUAN
N SHAUNEL

§30 LANE TOUNTY

s30T SOUTHEAS (ERN

534 SP M RTVER

S84 DANTON

536 LLWIS AND CLARK

LT RICHUAND
519 JOHN KOOD

T0TAL
o

O 10/26/76

fiag,uil, nog
344,511,000
§63, 104,000
§, 448,000,008
179,700,000
390,000,00C
§,720,000,500
940,000, 00¢
751,309, 00¢
450,000, 09€

$50,730,143,006

0,und
0, m00
0,100
0. 1100
0. 2400
02400
0,1800
0.1900
0. 1800
0.7150

BN
SRS aﬂa
5000

1,41&,00),0)0
f0), 9, Gl
440,000,009
1,648,090,000
040,099, 000
768,300,000
450,000,400
§51,918, 487,900

{1,860
D)
AR
bon
0,240
0,2409
0.1790
01990
0,1300
0.2450

-

ST

AT

1‘?")I 'a‘?4

PN 00,

2,040
884,600
1,548,509
912,000
b16,470
433,750

S 400
1,0 000
706,400
1,400,079
1,682,603
5,500

N ’)I) ‘ /('
{0, 371 107
£,0M,85
7!1 200

1 0",?5
2,305,304
704,000
2,415,740
Y, 500
579,000
"0, 650
AN 300
q70‘177
G000
L0
4,10
S
r5AJNW
e, 315
1,434,000
T4, 069
455,000
509,112
407,40
0,000

1,270,200

207,000
492,000
1,472,360
712,000
497,410
483,730

51 f3 2 qgo
3,085,000
1,,57, "0
0,100
4,320,343

1% oo
1,400,874
of, 354, 0w
$,997,305
1,539,300
§,942,067
3,752,638
§,528, 464
4,031,089

P40, 0450

{, 144,000
020,049

740, 600

924,543

1,050,600

a1, 400
2,010, 000
ILRR
3,190,000
301,000
2,444,000
1,510,000
892,500
1,164,476
05,631
405,724
2,507,400
457,920
950,000
3,040,840
1,824,000
1,365,840
967,500

$90,928, 15 $44,248,930 $85, 197, 445



Table 5
I1linois Community College Board

ESTIMATED TAX COLLECTION LOSSES - FY78

Collection Loss

Dist. "' Collect Loss Collection Loss Amount Above
,No.. " College Rate Amount Average Loss*

501 _~"Kaskaskia?___=§”"“.0094 $ 10,000 $§ -

502 .. DuPage - - -+ .0250 108,000 -

508 Black Hawk .0102 17,000 -

504 Triton .0292 95,000 -

505 Parkland - - -

506 Sauk Valley .0259 22,000 -

507 . Danviile - .0024 3,000 : -

508 .. Chicago © L1400 3,192,000 .,869,600

509 Elgin .0351 78,000 -

510 Thornton .0598 100,000 3,010
. 511 - Rock Valley .0148 33,000 -

512 Wm. R. Harper . 0499 242,000 -

513 I11. Valley - - -

514 - Ill. Central . , - : - -

515 Prairie State  /.0702 . ; 75,000 13,034

516 . Waubpnsee ./ .0303 38,000 -
517 Lake Land - / 1. 0384 = 43,000 -
¥ 518 . Carl Sandburg] - - -

519 Highland \ - - -

520 Kankakee . .0125 14,000 -

521 Rend Lake, L0413 27,000 -

522 Belleville = " .0742 174,000 37,989 &

523 Kishwaukee . .0395 32,000 -

524 Moraine Valley - - -

525 - Joliet - .0301 124,000 -

526 Lincoln Land - . - -
-527 Morton ~ .0327 53,000 -

528 % McHeary . .0057 6,000 -

529 I11. Eastérn .0497 61,000 -

530 John A, Logan - - -

931 Shawnee L0411 18,000 . -

532 Lake Coudty .0108 29,000 -

533 - Southeastern L0274 13,000 - -

534 Spoon River - . - -

535 Oakton . .0501 188,000 -

536 - Lewis & Clark .0200 48,000 -

537 Richland - .0299 : 44,000 -

539 John .Wood : - - -

TOTAL/AVERAGE .0580 $4,887,800 $1,923,633

*Amount recormended for FY 1978 funding by ICCB 11/19/76

cb | ) ) )

LL/15/76 i
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MEEHNICS CF THE PROPOSED OBLRATLNG FLNDIY
LAY YO FISCAL FEAR 1978

B Tultion and fee revenue

LS the collexes” RAP/CC estinates
0 tultion and general uperating
wtudent fee revenues for 1Y 78, If
this flgures exceeds 207 of the total
Instructlonal cost, the 207 figure
shall be used.

A

(. Add other local revenues such as sales
and service fees, interest on invegt-
ments, etc, as reported by each distriet
fn RAYP/CC for FY 78,

Pl

2 D Sun &, B, and © above to deternine the

"standard local contributing,"

11, Deternination of Federal and Other State
(Non-1CCB) Resource Availability

A, Sun the districts' estimates for FY 78
of federal and other state (non-I0CH)
revenve (non-restricted and restricted,
excluding student financial aid) such as
108 funds (but not to nclude DAVTE)
to deternine the "standard 'other'
contribution,”
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C0ST PER

CREDIT HOUR
TVIAL COST OF FUNDING PLAN ELEMENTS OF FUNDING
Mith Bxplanation of Caleulations PLAN ELENENTS

e A P . i ey

Colleges' estinates toraled 364,500,000
but they wer bised on enrollment
increases not provided fn the plan,
Adjustient for lower enrollments
(183,500 + 196,509 =04 47

brought estimated tuition and fee
revenue to approxinately $61 million
which caleulates at §10.96/credit

hour, however 207 of the §$53.85

unit cost projected for FY 78 1s $10.77
which ylelds a total projection of..,. 539,935,000 $10,7)

Other local revenues vere estimated at § L4000 8 80
by the colleges tn RAMP/CC.

Total "standard local contribution” 15($146,062,000) (26.,26)

Federal and other state revanues

[rom both the operating and

restricted purposes funds totaled

88,977,000 and $11,239,000 29
respectively when adjusted to

elimirate expendi ures not included

In the unit cost Stud¥uvvvreriesiinsss § 20,206,000 3,64



Tuition and Fee Revenue - Colleges' RAMP/CC estimates of tuition and fee

(those fees assessed uniformly and which are used for operating expenditure
purposes) revenues totaled $64.5 million. However these estimates were based
on achieving enrollment levels of 196,509 FTE. Since the colleges' enrollment
projections were made (generally in July, 1976), the enrollment picture has
changed so that most estimates are not being realized during the fall term.
The estimates of tuition and fee revenue were thus reduced in accordance with
an [CCB estimate of 185,500--about 5.6% less than the projections which
were to generate $64.5 million.

The ICCB had also set a limit on "countable" tuition and fee
revenue of 207 of the projected unit cost for any one year since it
felt that tuition and fee revenue should not continue to increase and
"subsidize" the state credit hour grant. 1In calculating FY 1978 tuition
and fee revenues, the 20% of projected unit cost for FY 1978 amounted to
$59.9 million in total or $10.77 per semester credit hour, which is slightly

less than the estimate of actual receipts, $61 million.

Determination of Federal and Other State (Non-ICCB) Resource Availability

In estimating "other state" and federal revenue, it was necessary to
look at both operating and restricted purposes fund revenue estimates since
much of the restricted purpose fund revenue is used in calculating instructional
unit costs and therefore generates resource requirement estimates. Based
on an anlysis of several RAMP/CC taBles, it was estimated that 75% of
restricted purpose funds received from the "other state" and federal was
used for generation of credit hours. Hence 75% of total restricted purposes
fund estimates were added to the total operating fund estimates to
generate the $8,977,000 and $11,589,000 estimates for federal and "other

state' sources respectively.



(0ST PER

CREDIT HOUR
NECRAT 02 THE ROPUSED OPERATING FLYOTNG LOTAL COST OF FUSDLNG PLAN ELEMENTS OF VLADING
__ AT TOR FISCAL YEAR 197 Nith bxplanation of (alc eilations JLAY TLEENTS
L ternlnath aoof TOCK dpportionment and Crant
apos bty (Losluding DAVIE)
vt T (standard ocal eentribacton) g 324,075,000 minus(S146,04 00y +
AL istindard other contrlbutlon), ther $20,266,000) equals......., e (S133,367,000) 85
wbtract this awount from I-F, b4.5% vl vevenues to come fron
1CCB and DAVIE
o Galealate equalization prants
L Caleulate a ”btandard local tax 581,030,000 = 185,500 = $440
contribution” (I1-4 divided by I-D),
o Nultdply the EAV*/tn-district FoE 885,198,000 ~ - §51,324,325,000 = 16.6¢
by the statewide welphted mean tax tgx rate
rate (as adjustec fn TI-A-1) and
subtract from the standard local
tax contribution caleulated in {1 above,
5. Multlply the vesult fn 42 above by the Totals,. .., 5 6,983,000 § 1.2
In-¢istrict FTE enrollnents (adjusted
25 1n 1-0) in qualifying districts
and sun the products. (Equalization
calculation)

*Adjusted to reflect one-half the difference between the statevice average collection loss rate and the actual
loss of districts with high collection loss rates.
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Determination of ICCB Apportionment and vnrapnt Responsibility (Including DAVTE)

rqualization - After estimates 7 aviilable inocal (including tuition and

feej, federnl, and "other state' revenues are o tculated and summed, thils total
is subtracted frem projected total rescurce nceds to determine the responsibility of
the state for credit hour and special yrants (inc]qding vo-tech grants
from the I[1llincils Office of Educaticn-Divisicn of Adult and Vocational
Education /DAVTE/).  DAVTE grants are iacluded in this figure since it is
possible that such grants may be funded tiir.uxihh ICC2 in the near future--perhaps
FY 1978,

Equalization grants were calculated similar to FY 1977. The assumption
is that a district should be able to raise a standard awount of l.ocal tax
revenue per student (weighted mean) by applying a staundard tax rate (weighted
mean) to its equalized assessed valuation per in-district FTE student.
If it cannot, 1t should receive state tunding to "equalize" its ability to
obtain local tax support. The calculations for ¥Y 1978 are shown in Table
6. It should be noted that an adjustment was made for districts with
excessive (above the statewide average) tax collection losses. While the
ICCB was not interested in compensating for all the inability
of local tax collectors to collect taxes {(see Table 5), it did feel that
the state shcld recognize the problen not to be under the control of local
districts receiving such revenue and should assume a portion of the
responsibility (50% of the difference between a district's actual experience
and the statewide average).

The justification for equalization tunding is in terms of the extent
te which the abillty of local communitv college districts to obtain tax
revenue dces in fact differ. Figure 1 grapnically dcmo&strates the wide

varlatlion In equalized assessed valuation per in-district FTE student

and shows the impact of equalization on such disparity. While it is conceded

%)
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that 7oeal aonoens o practices do ovary (not alwavs in the direction of
Loven ameesanens ratios in equalizatien districea), it is inconceivablae
tiot aniforminy o assessnent would come close to compensaring For

i errere disparity hogween the district with the larsest PAV/ In-district
Treand the distrviet wich the smallest FEAV,in~district FIE.

Trobas heen argued that equalizaticn districts are "getting rich"
“nresonab v In terns of state money as a percent of total revenue) at the
axpense of non~equalization districts, hut this is nat true., Pigure 2 chows
that even with greater state funding per student (because of equalizatiorn
finding) equalization districts are still generally lowest in terms of the

total revenue available per student.



Table 6

[11inots Community College Board

PROJECTED FY 1978 SPECIAL ASSISTANCE (EQUALIZATION) FUNDING REQUESTED FOR ILLINOIS PUBLIC COMMUNITY COLLEGES

(Col.l = Col,2)  EAV/FIE Adjusted

(Col.6 x Col.)

Y76 Tn- 1975 EAV/FY 76  For S0 of Collaction Total

Dist, & In-Dist. and Loss Colid x  $440 ménua Coli2 x  Equalization

1975 EAV Chbk. FTE Chbk. FTR Differential 001668 Col,5 1,0815 ¢ Gragts *

501 MASSALR A § 407,000,000 1,40 10,90 21,97 443 0 1,613 § 0
5N CALE 3,586,030, 000 J, 504 07,148 407,119 ) 0 9,394 0
50 ALk HAWK 1 Hu, 277,000 5,154 2,009 26,269 359 A 5,687 460,242
S TTON 7,3, 000 4,403 300,095 S00,698 499 0 7,143 0
SEECLh D 1,.5-’?'5,.'}.ﬁ’-h-'.,()f)‘) 3,y 423, ) 423,350 104 0 3,045 0
voh URLLEY 557,000, 000 2,044 AR 21005 52 0 &, M4 0
S WETLM0 2,02 204,113 D035 2,1 76,68
R £2,250, 759,000 53,000 280, 149 21,307 31 13 57,300 4,184,360
ty; CLEIN WI,000,000 7,408 135,504 315,508 557 0 2,8 0
fir THORHTON 1.0‘,\1,0(-,'0,000 4,559 205,584 275,482 n b6 5,039 332,574
Jn LarA ALY S5 TA,000 3,010 409,473 409,123 619 0. 4,47 0
Y40 HERTER DAL 62 36,607 326,877 540 0 7,440 0
RC Lo HDES VALLEY 905, s9,000 2,043 433,590 433856 770 6 2,010 0
Gea o [INTS CENTRAL 2,031, (90,1500 5,173 400,577 00,577 645 0 5,618 0
S R STATE 876, 00b, 000 2,857 209,144 87,750 477 0 " 3,09 0
Sra UINEE ’?"’5 200, 009 2601 359,432 155,432 590 0 2,813 0
SLELARE LAND 910, 349, 009 2,44 130,380 330, 300 5642 0 2,461 0
SEe 0l SARDRURG 4595, 000,60 t,458 492,527 and,im Yl 0 1,449 0
N S D 3A%, 204,000 1,058 293,540 203, 548 4 0 1,341 )
w L MALLD 00,001,806 3y, 40 49,403 ¢ 50 0 2,000 0
mOLUEND TR 154,080,900 1,544 196, 13¢ 196,137 324 114 t, 454 165,984
S gL EVLLLE {, 307,008,800 4,21‘? 2,809 00,740 a4 0" 4,595 0

'3 3 THRAUNLCE 405,023,000 {,550 260,278 wb), 278 432 8 {,603 13,464
574 MUPATSE VALLEY 1,627, 430,000 5,32 305,746 305,746 508 0 5,757 0
€ LT §,994,000,000 4,42 424, 647 404, 447 108 0 5,057 0
COL L NTPLN |AND £,470,000,090 2,043 475,503 493,705 42 o 3,09 0
URERCIH i 445,105,000 1,713 317,054 397,053 621 0 t,823 0
€99 HUHINRY 410,000,000 1,336 454,497 454,507 758 0 {445 0
19 [LLINOIS EASTERN 475,716,000 4,109 10,374 110,370 183 257 4,464 1,147,762

553 MWHN A, LOGAN 133,137,000 i, 464 100,234 240,34 K 108 {,000 191.,400'
581 SHAUNEY 1A1.104,000 1,055 129,963 129,963 M6 24 4,757 303,968
S10LARE LDINTY f,310,000,000 4,265 309027 39,027 513 0 4,613 0
533 SOUTHELAS TERN 50,524, 600 915 203, 551 203,550 3402 1,012 10&22&

34PN HIVER 300,584, 000 70 495,304 495,309 g 0 197

535 14 10 §,425,000,800 2,97 547,017 547,017 909 0 3,209 o
53¢ LEULS AND CLARN  BB6, 800,060 :,n)a 3in, 702 30,722 546 0 3,087 0
537 CTRHLANY T34, 600,000 f,294 (\Ou,.‘bJ 606,255 1,006 : 0 1,314 0
S5 ML WD 459,008,000 501 694,420 894,432 1,485 0 544 0
0Tl §47,361, 250,900 143,297 176,404 § 6:982,66

316,52 1y the veighted mean tax rate for operating purposes (
getivities)

funds alnus 1¢ reserved for local public service

"’6400 {3 tna stasdard local tax contribution divided by total projected FY 1978 FTE
“1.0915 13 the statewide projected enrollmeat increase uaifornly applied to a1l districts

*Anount recommended for FY 1978 funding hy I0CB 11/19/76

educat{on fund plus building & waintensace fund winus tramsfer to non-opezating
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*MECHATCS OF THE PROPOSED OPERATING FUNDLAC

PLAY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1978

u. Caleulate disadvantaged student grants.
f

! Trorat: the total allocation for

_disadvantaged student grant

projraas on the basis of-enroll-

rente {n reﬁ%dial/developmental courses

for T 78 and sum the results.

(Disadvantaged student contribution)

D, Calcalate each district's tax collection loss
and sun thpse ameunts in excess of the
standard welghted mean.

E. §um the d%étricts'xestimates of DAVIE funding
fox FY 7. (DAVIE contribution)

. Subtract B,C,D, and B from & to obtain a
stotal credit hour contribution,

v

[eal N
*1

G, Caleulate ciedit hour grants,

1. Calculate a "standard total contribution”
(I1-D plus III-A plus 1V-B plus TV-C plus
IV-D divided by I-D divided by 30; and
subtract from the median unit ¢o * in each
- Instrectional category,

R e T An additional subtractibn‘is made for

DAVIE vocationdl grants in the
appropriate categories,

e Bl
3, ﬁultﬂ?%y the rates calculated in #1 above
the enrollments derived in I-D divided
y 30 for each {nstructional category and

um the products.
!

COST PER CREDII
HOUR OF FUNDING
PLAN ELENENTS

T0TAL COST OF FUNDING PLAN ELEMENTS
With Explanation of Calculations

The FY 1975 allocation of $2,708,400 was

increased by the 74 inflation factor

and the 57 enrollment growth factor and

rounded to the nearest $100,000...... S 3,000,000

Total estimated tax collection logges-
$4,887,000; total tax collection loss
in excess of statewide weighted mean...3 1,924,000

E:“imates of the colleges totaled

96,001,000, However, the adjustment

for 2nrollments made in step I1-B

ylelded a total of,vivivsirsss vevennnndd 5,677,000

$133,367,000 - 36,983,000 -
§3,000,000 ~ $5,677,000 = ..\\uun,s w00 $115,783,000
the ICCB credit hour grant responsibility

§146,042,000 + $20,266,000 +
§6,983,000 + §3,000,000 + 1,924,000
+ 30 = $32.02, the standard total
contribution. An additionsl §7.21,
§4,34, §2.17 and $2.17 15 subtracted
from instructional categories {5, #4,
£, and {2 respactively,

T
§ .35
§ 1.02
2031



ICCB Apportionment and Grant Responsibility (Continued)

Disadvantaged Student Grants - In previous years, disadvantaged student

#rants have been distributed to colleges based on the percentage a given district
has of total state monies received from federal sources for student financial
aids programs. The emphasis, both of the "Blue Ribbon" Committee and the Ad

Hee Committee, has now shifted toward funding programs for the educationally

(rather than economically) disadvantaged. The ICCB has essentially concluded
that a satistactory definition of educational disadvantagement is to be found
in remedial/developmental course enrollments, realizing that this definition
may not reflect the academic placement policy of a given district. Table 7
shows ﬁhe proposed distribution of such funds based on projected FY 1978

enrollments in remedial/developmental courses.

Tax Collection Loss Grants - In determining net tax revenue available to

community college districts, an amount for collection losses was subtracted
_from an estimate of gross tax reccipts. This has the effect of spreading the
collection loss equally among all districts. The ICCB recognized that it would
be necessary to make some adjustments so that districts in excess of the
"average' would not be unfairly penalized. Therefore an adjustment was made so
that districts in excess of the statewide average would receive a direct
"gpecial assistance" grant in the amcunt of the excess. Four districts are
afiected by this adjustment and the grants total $1,924,000 (see Table 5).

Credit Hour Grants - After all other sources of reveriue are subtracted

from the estimated total resource requirements, the remaining amount is to be
Jdistributed in the form of credit hour grants (see page 9). It should be noted
that DAVTE contributions are not calculated as a part of the "standard total
centribution’” but are accounted for as a separate subtraction based on an
estimate of tiue relative reimbursement level by DAVTE for occupational courses.
If the ICCE should become responsible for the distribution of these monies,

that f{inal subtraction would not be made and credit hour grants in the four .

nccupational funding categories affected would be larger.

ERIC 9 42




Table 7
I11linols Community College Board

DISADVANTAGED STUDENT ALLOCATION BASED ON FY 1978 PROJECTED FTE
(Approved by ICCB 11/19/76)

REAED T AL, GCos 4
DIEVEL O X$3.37
OROHRS

T RAEANI LY o 7Y $ 2,424
" G, A% 16, 8a0%
33,1006 :
12,748 42,8464
O LA D 5,445 g,00%
SO ALY LY 4, 380 i
O DA L LE 1% 4,944 ThH, 72

SO
AT 1SS R TR TN i
S HRCLTON

ol T CAGE 24,000 636, 630 2,406,119
SULINRNISY 107 x, 060 16,337
O THORNTON 9% 28, 681 96, 656
B R VAL L EY 106 3,180 10,715
SR BATHEY HARPE 054 7LD 25, &9

SOOIy ULy W 2,271 ¢, 654
A T INOLY CEMTRAL S P, 900 3E, 567
it ST ST TE 130 A, 894

e PRI R 244 FAPRE SN 24,711

i )
LU LR LA Ea) 2,885 B, 622
bR AR A BURE & 2,628 3,857
S L AD (w30 4,570 15,190

TR HN TN A RIS 9,604 32,365
CEITY AR A 2,864 8,310
: TN IR R 264 6,132 20,663
e e TR INE 114 J,472 14,47
LA N MR ALY ' A 238 44,011
IACREE M ' 443 13,302 44,009

) I

—

T TN L AND - 3 2,563 &, RN
N L N L, o . .
Y i ey gl ] . 1.] ,') N ‘5"7\{)()) 11 ' s.__‘.):
PRI VIED. 7 _ D039

AN TERN 17 4,99( B K< FRER T
(i

EEN AP A IR SR
O0AN [ 3,861 13,6114

TR TRTE S R |

ST TN 2 O, Pa% 2R, 50
LR Y A R T 493 a4, Tes 49, 80
CoNUD NP TN v 2,040 Va3t A
R A T AT B R P SRR L : a,012 b, 07
Ot N TON 254 8,383 20, A
AR IR S W TR Y0 g,598 28,000
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NOTE: State Cosmunity College of East St. Louls 1s not recommended to receive
any of the total $3,000,000 recommended for the system for disadvantaged

student grants.
*The projected credit hour rate ($3 million + 29,679 + 30)
O
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The "average' unit cost uti'®ized in determining FY 1978 credit hour
grants was the weighted mear. Ti: w.ighted mean more accurately represents
actual expenditures in each :unding :ategory and more equitably distributes
the credit hour grants than would either an unweighted mean or a median.

The credit hour grant rates and the total amount of credit hour grant

funding, by category, are shown in Table 8.

Table 8

Recommended Credit Hour Grant Funding for FY 1978

Credit Projected Total Credit
Tnstructional Hour Grant FY 1978 Credit Hour Grant
Categorv Rate Hours Funding
Baccalaureate $23.33 2,667,300 $62,228,109
Business & Pub. Serv. $16.74 ' 805,290 13,480,555
Data Proc. & Commerce Tech. $27.74 170,040 4,716,910
Nat. Sci. & Industrial Tech. $28.86 434,940 12,552,368
Health Technology $49.51 230,130 - 11,393,736
Vocational Skills $11.60 153,420 1,779,672
Remedial/Developmental $ 8.17 890,070 7,271,872
General Studies ' $11.47 213,810 2,452,401
Total/Average $20.80 5,565,000 $115,875,623

Other Grants Previously Funded Through the ICCB - Funds for public service

activities are no longer funded through the ICCB but are provided indirectly
by reserving 1l¢ of the local tax rate in calculating the standard local
contribution for funding purposes (gee page 17 for further explanation).

Also not requested for FY 1978 are funds for initial grants (up to $100,000
per college) for new colleges, since nene are anticipated, and grants for
instructional programs at correctional institutions. Funds for instructional
programs at correctional institutions mav be sought in separate legislation
if it becomes apparent that insutiicient funds will be available for such
purposes through the Department of Corrections.
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~ilirncis Community Collzze Board - Central Office

following i~ a brief explanation of the proposed state funded line item
“adget increase or decreases for FY78. Additional detail breakdowns are
¢hed for Personal Services, (VYhis explanation does not include funds

SR
provided from the State Community College Budget).

Y77 FY78

Appropri- Budget

ation Raaquest

Porsonal Services $428, 310 $521,960

Anoaddiclonal 393,650 is needed to provide (1) a 7.5%

Pelary dnerease for inflation and J.5% for annual
service Increments and merit promotions: and (2) two
niw positions, including a deputy director, a posi~
tion that has been considered by the Illinois Community
College Board during the past three years, and a
secretary for the deputy director.

132,456

Contractural Services 85,470
This service is being increased by approximately 55%
which represents increased legal fees and postage.
The ICCH in.rcased the hourly rate of ICCB logal
caounsel for FY77, Addition~l funds are needed for
increasewu postage (13¢ per oz.) and we are also
requesting $1,000 for some minor renovation in office
space. In addition, we are requesting funds to
apdats sur Serux machine, obtain a mag-card
tvpewriter, facilitate an evaluation of the ICCB
ofifice (515,070), provide for consultants to assist
with our XIS system, and begin microfilm services.

Travel 20,000 28,000
The TCCB staff feels that the increase of $8,000 just
meets the minimum needs for staff attendance at

Board meetings, advisory meetings, campus audits, and
to provide travel reimbursewent for members of offi-
~iai TCCB advisory committees as required by

section 102-7 of the Public Community College Act.
Additional funds have also been included to provide
tor the higher reimbursement rates in the new

Wigher Education travel regulations; i.e., mileage
113 been increased from 12¢ to 15¢ and per diem and
hotel rates bave also dincreased.,

Commoditivs 8,400 9,800
Weoare allowling an additional $1,400 for the increased

costs of paper.  This amount is only to provide the

current tate of commodities being purchased in FY77,

et ar s reased costs. R

ERIC
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Printing s 2,500
“he increase of $500 is just to provide for the

invreased costs of paper to allow us to continue to

produce the same number of issues of the Community

College Bulletin as we have in the past and other

items such as Red Book and other publications.

Kquipment 1,000
Ancadditional $3,400 is included for a total of $5,200 to

he nged feor the purchase of microfilm equipment and to

repiace obsolete dictating equipment and typewriters.

13,000

Teleconmmunications

An increase of approximately $1,000 is needed for

incrensed costs, additional line costs for the new
Tentrex Il system installed in FY76 and increased

line -osts for data processing.

EDP ~ Flectronic Data Processing 77,620

The Illinois Community College Board is attempting

to include in EDP all costs that are on a recurring
basis each year which were absorbed in the special
appropriation for MIS during the past two years

plus increased usage with the University of Illinois.

YIs ~ Management Information System 15,G00

1

han (:,)('d hf" I"‘DP
Research

These funds will provide six grant projects to fund a
computerized ERIC document search service development
and  computerized student flow and transfer study,
development of follow-up studies of part-time students,
development and testing of an enrollment projection
model nnd special analysis of part-time faculty in

the community colleges. .

Retirement (@ 17.72% of payroll) 17,600

$ 3,000

5,200

14,000

117,3C8

24,000

100,229

3.757% was approprilated in FY 1977
Total $668,900

ay
10-4~76
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Table 9

Illinois Community Cellege Board

RIECOMMENDED FY78 ICCB OFFICE BUDGET IN
STATE APPROPRIATION FORMAT

Personal Services
Contractual Services
Travel
Commoditirs
Printing
Equipment
Talecommunications
Sub Total

Flectronic Data Processing
Management Information System
Roesenrch Grants

Total Operation
Fetirement

*Total State Appropriation Budget

*Noes not include funds utilized by the
I[CCB office for administration through
State Community College's appropriation.

N T
g

57

34

Proposed FY78

FY77 Budget Request
$428,310. $ 521,960.
85.470. 132,450,
20,000, 28,000.
8,400. 9,800.
2,500, 3,000,
1,000. 5,200.
13,000. 14,000.
$558,680. 714,410
77,620. 117,808
15,000 -0-
-0- 24,000.
$651,300. $ 856,218
.17,600. 100,225 (17.727)
$668,900, $ 956,447
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Table 10

Illinois Community College Board
PROPOSED 1CCB OFFICE PERSONAL SERVICES BUDGET FOR FY78 (1977-1978)

FY77
Annual- State
ized Appropri-
Salary ation EDP scc
Executive Director $ 41,000 § 41,000 s $
Assoclate Director 28,100 28,100
Associate Director 26,600 26,600
Assoclate Dir>ctor 31,050 31,050
Associate Director 28,250 28,250
Associate Director 28,350 28,350
Assoclate Director 26,300 26,300
Asslistant lirector 20,500 20,500
Asslistant Director 15,500 15,500
Assistant Director 18,300 18,300
Assistant Director 18,300 18,300
Assistant Director 16,600 16,600
Agsistant Director 18,400 18,400
Assistant Director 15,000 15,000
Assistant Director 15,000 15,000
Assistant Director (2)14,400
$347,250 $313,350 518,400 $15,500
Ado'nistrative Secretary 11,925 11,925
Secretary 1I, Transc. 7,850 7,850
Secretary III, Steno. 9,650 9,650
Secretary IV, Steno. 11,750 11,750
Accountant I 11,30C 11,300
Secretary III, Steno. 10,360 10,360
Secretary III, Steno. 9,500 9,500
Secretary II, Transc 8,925 8,925
Secretary I1I, Steno. 9,425 9,425
Duplicating III 9,475 9,475
Secretary III, Steno. 9,650 9,650
Programmer III 11,400 11,400
Key Punch IT 8,625 8,625
Account Clerk IT 8,150 8,150
Clerk II 7,400 7,400
Account Clerk II 8,450 8,450
Secretary II, Transc. 7,500 7,500
$161,335 $117,210 $20,025 $24,100
*Administrative Staff 34,725 31,335 1,840 1,550
102 increase (7% for
inflation and 3% for service
and merit promotions).
*Civil Service 19,360 14,065 2,403 2,892
12X increase (92 for infla-
tion and 37 for service and
merit promotions). .
New Positions
!
Deputy Director $ 35,000 $ 35,000 § $
Secretary III, Steno 9,000 9,000
Extra Help 4,000 2,000 1,000 1,000
(1) Total Needs $610,670 $521,960 $43,668 $45,042

*Includes adjustment of an additional 3% to absorb the deficiency for FY 1977

to be added to the proposed 7% (admiristrative

increases.

) aad 9% (civil gervice)

(1) Does not include additional staff in the area of career programs which we
believe necessary 1f DVTE funding to the community college gystem becomes

the responsibility and function of the

ICCB.

(2) This position not included in total--funded by CETA.

35
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Table 11
Illinois Community College Board

PROPOSED TCCB CONTRACTUAL SERVICES BUDGET FY78

Proposed
FY77 FY78
Freight $ 350 $ 350
Repair & Maintenance Equipment 3,000 3,000
Rental of 0ffice Equipment 15,800 28,050
Rental of Real Estate 32,000 35,000
Professional & Technical 21,970 52,000
Cleaning 150 150
Postage 2,000 2,000
Court Reporting 250 500
Advertising 100 200
Subscriptions 1,150 1,200
Photographic 200 500
Other (Board Meetings 2,500 2,500
Total Contractual $85,470 $132,450
Rental of Office Equipment:
Xerox 9,200)
4,500 . $ 24,000
Pitney Bowes 500
IBM (Transcription) 1,200
IBM (Mag-Card) 2,500
$ 28,200
Professional & Technical Services:
Legal $ 12,000
Evaluation Study 15,000
SCC Audits & MIS Consultants 10,000
Micro-film Services 15,000
$ 52,000
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Table 12

[llinois Community College Board

PROPOSED ICCB OFFICE EQUIPMENT FOR FY 1978

77

Equipment $1,000.00

Unit
No. Name Cost
3 Micro~fiche Readers $300.00
4 Lateral File Cabinets 325.00
2 sets IBM Transcription
Equipment 1,200.00
Total Need

ag
10-5-76
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$5,200.00

1,500.00

1,300.00

_2,400.00

$5,200.00



Table 13
Il1linoils Community College Board

?ROPOSED EDUCATION DATA PROCESSING BUDGET FOR THE ICCB OFFICT

FY77 FY7§
Personal Services:
Assistant Director $18,400
Programmer 11,400
Key Puncl 8,450
Total Personal Services $38,250' $43,668
Contractual:
Equipment Rental 15,131 15,318
University of Illinois 21,839 40,056
Prof. & Tech. Service -0- 6,000
I11. Education Consortium Member- 7,500
ship Dues
Total Contractual 36,970
Commodities 2,400 3,200
Equipment -0- 866
Travel -0~ 1,200
Total EDP . o $77,620 $117,808
ag
10-4-76




PROPOSED FY1978 Research Grants for Community Colleges

1. A computerized ERIC document search service for community colleges
provided by Illinois institutions such as Eastern Illinois University,
Il1linois State University, Bradley University and others. Grant
would include cost of searches provided for community colleges for
one year or until funds run out. This would be intended as a pilot
project to encourage the community colleges to utilize the resources
available at nearby universities.

$ 6,000.

2. Developrent of a Computerized Student-Flow and Transfer Study among
Illinois Senior Colleges and Community Colleges. This study would
utilize the student data of the ICCB MIS system and the computcrized
student data bases at senior colleges to track student flow and pro-
vide information on transfer students,

$ 5,000.

3. Crant for the development of impact studies of community, colleges,
Request for proposals will be developed by the ICCB Research
Advisory Council with priority given to a cooperative study involving
several community colleges.

3,000.

4, Graat for the development of Follow-up Studies of Part-time students
in the community colleges of Illinois. Request for proposals will be
developcd by the ICCB Research Advisory Council with priority given to
a cooperative study involving several comounity colleges.

3,000.

5. Grant for the development and testing of an enrollment projection model
for the communjity colleges. Request for proposals will be developed by
the ICCB Research aAdvisory Council with priority given to a cooperative
study involving several comrunity colleges.

-~ ' . 5,000.

6. Special analysis of part-time faculty in the community colleges of
Illinois utilizing the ICCB MIS Faculty and Staff Module. Funds would
be utilized for workshop, special computer reports, and publication.

2,000,

GRAND TOTAL RESEARCH GRANTS $24,000.

y

Note: All research grants awarded to community colleges would have to meet
definfte specificatlions identified in the research proposals. The preposals
would be evaluated by the ICCB Research Advisory Council and approved by the
Illinois Community College Board .

52
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Iabie 14
Tllinois Commualny College Board

T FROM STATE COMIUNITY COLLESE
TOPRLIATLON TOR FY 1278

FY77 FY78

Poraonatl Sorvioay 40,435, $45,042,

Sontractail Sorvicog 43R5, 1,758.
Traved 2,500, 1,500,

Feaiomoent
Selerommuniontions L,5un, 1,500,

Total $52,800, §3.,800.,

ag
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STATE COMMUNITY COLLEGE OF EAST ST. LOUIS

State Community College has submitted a budget request from state
funds totaling $3,650,000£-an increase over the FY 1977 appropriation of
7.7%. Table 15 sumnarizes the request in expenditure object form and
compafes it to those same object classifications for FY 1977.

}fT The prf%cipal ineyease requested is for personal services. The proposed
A‘inc;ease wo;ld allow for moving the base salary (masters degree and no
.ekperience-fgine.month ggntract) from $9,600 to $10,000. This is a modest
-”;nd reasonablefreéﬁest waéh compared to salary»gchedules of neighboring
colleges, with whom SCC must compete, and with other community colleges
in the state. “
Inbadditioé to the $3,650,000 of state funds, State Community College

officials project lmcome in the Local Education Fund totaling $448,000 from

the following sources:

Tuition $323,000
Administrative Costs-Financial Aid 30,000
Vocational Education Reimbursement 80,000
Indirect Costs-(Grants 5,000
Bookstore and Related Fees 5,000
Miscellaneous Income 5,000

Total $448,000

The ICCB staff would recommend approval of the budget request as submitted

by State Community College

*This co;stifutes the total of state funds recommended for FY 1978.
Disadvantaged student funds will not be recommended in addition to these

funds.
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summary

State revenue has decreased, on a per student basis, in recent years
and will be lower in FY 1977, perhaps by 87, than it was in FY 1974--during

a period of time when the cost of living incregsad by 257%. Coupled with

the lower state revenue per student is a declining tax base per student
causing most colleges to increase tuition considerably. Since tuition
increases cannot possibly cover the resultant deficiency, colleges have
had to go into various forms of deficit financing. Even with tuition increases
and increased indebtedness, colleges still had to curtail programs and
gervices to the detriment of quaIity education.

In order to improve an adverse financial situation, a budget request
for operations for the community colleges and the ICCB central office (excluding
retirement and IBA rentals) totaling $132,196,218 has been requested (see
Table 16). This compares with an appropriation received for FY 1977 of
$108,802,000 but with an appropriation recommended by the IBHE of $117,111,500.
The largest portion of the increase is for credit hour grants--equalization and
disadvantaged student grants increased only slightly. The average credit hour
grant recormmended is $20.80 which is less than the $21.70 recommended by the
1BHE and included in Governor Walker's initial budget recommendatiocns for
Y 1976, two years ago. The $20.30 also includes funds which were apportioned

separately and in addition to the $21.70 recommended in FY 1976.
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Table 16

I1linois Community College Board

SUMMARY OF FISCAL YEAR 1978 OPERATING BUDGLT RECOMMENDATIONS

Budget Catepory

ICCB Office - Total
Personal Services
Contractual Services
Travel
Commodities
Printing
Equipment
Telecommunications
MIS
Data Processing
Research

Grants to Colleges — Total
Credit Ho.: Grants
Equaliration
Sup Yecup.Crants
Public Service Grants
Disad. Student Grants
Tax Collection Loss Grants
Correction Instruct.Grants
College Formation Grants
ETY Grants

SCC - rast St. Louis

Subtotal-Direct Grants To
the Colleges and 1:.(B
Office

IBA Rentals

Subtotal-System Operati ns
Less Retirement

SURS Retirement-System

SURS Retirement-ICCB Office

Total System Operations

*Based on 17.72% of payroll

FY 1976

Appropriation

Fy 1977

Appropriation

FY 1978

Recommendations

650,300
(389,650)
( 62,110)
( 16,290)
8,000,
2,500)
1,500)
9,000)
(100, 000)
( 60,620)

_0_

NN N N

$93,363,665
(82,357,165)
( 3,100,000)
( 4,640,000)

( 705,000)

( 2,444,000)
-0-

( 117,500)
-0-
-0-

$ 3,267,100

$97,281,065

$§12,607,110

$109,888,175
3,478,400
12,100

$113,378,675

651,300
(428,310)
( 85,470)
( 20,000)
( 8,400)
( 2,500)
( 1,000)
( 13,000)
( 15,000)
( 77,620)

-0-

$104,761,400

( 95,934,500)

( 6,118,500)
-0-
-0-

( 2,708,400)

$§ 3,389,300

$108,802,000

$ 12,607,110

$121,409,110
5,061,300
17,600

$§126,488,010

856,218
(521,960)
(132,450)
( 28,000)
( 9,800)
( 3,000)
( 5,200)
( 14,000)

..0..
(117,808)
( 24,000)

$127,690,000

(115,783,000)

( 6,983,000)
-0-
-0-

( 3,000,000}

( 1,924,000)
—Q-%*
-0-
-0-

$ 3,650,000

$§132,196,218

$ 12,607,110

$144,803,328
36,928, 500%
100, 229%

$181,832,057

**Funds for community college instruction programs at stute ccrrectional institutions

may be requested In a separate appropriation

cm
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speeirl dequest for PV 1974 Deliciency Tn State Funding

suoaddicion oo fes vegular Y L9778 operating budget “ecommendations for
the

~“r

Liineds public community collese svstem totaling A181,3832,05/ (as shown

on Table Lo on page 45), the 1CCB is requesting 819,387,000 for partial

reicbursenent ~f the deficiency in state funding for TY 1976.

RN -~
e

19,387,700 Is 70% of the total deficiency of $27,695,700 Incurred
P

bro ¥7 1976 when coopmunity college enrollo ents greatly exceeded state funds

vratlahle and oo osupplemental or deficiency apvropriaticn was approved during

LGk,

In 1Y 1976 lepislative credit hour grant rates of $21.70, $19.20,

td S17.61 for hHaccalaureate/occupational, remedial-developmental/vocational
wiile, and other general studles courses respectively were severely prorated

te SiRLN 21A.50, and $14.95. Restoration of these funds 1s esgential to

ctable disrricts to meet the financlal obligucions incurred from hiring, on

v perranent basis, additional faculty and staif to accommodate vore than

o e N more T

% students than for which stute funds were provided.

The requedst for only 707 of the total deficiency by the ICCB is based
on 1y the severe limitation on state funding; (2) the fact that 70%

renreisnis the approximate amount of direct costs, such as instructional

nrives, in the community college budgets as opposed to fixed cousts which
selate to ~mindstrative overhead; and (3) the fact that 70% is the amount

CBHEE for calculatien of the enrollment growth aporticnment

O
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